Charge to the Jury.
Mr Justice Darling
evidence, there would be no circumstantial evidence about that.
It would prove the very thing that is suggested, that she com-
mitted suicide, and the only other thing which would have w be
proved would be that she died. But would you believe that? If
you find a number of things proved, one thing by one witness^
another thing by another, another thing by another, and another
by another, and those witnesses not acting in concert, Mr, Davies
proving one thing, Dr. Spilsbury proving another, Nurse Allen
proving another thing, Nurse Lloyd proving another. Sir William
Willcox and Dr. Toogood (because in many things they agree) and
Dr. Ainslie proving the same thing, and they all point to the same
conclusion, be it the conclusion of guilt or innocence, would not
you say there is nothing like circumstantial evidence if you get
enough of it trustworthy ? And yet it remains that some ignorant
people who have not studi^u the question call this " only circum-
stantial evidence.>}
With regard to this particular case, the charge is that
the defendant murdered his wife, Mrs. Armstrong. You have
had introduced into the case a kind of side issue; it has been said
that he attempted to murder Mr. Martin, and you must remember
that the charge upon which he was arrested was not the charge of
murdering Mrs. Armstrong; that had not then been thought of,*
so far as I know; what he was charged with was attempting to
murder Mr. Martin. It was for that that the police went to
investigate at his office, and it was only after Mr. Martin's illness,
after people who knew of that and of the symptoms, were coming
to the conclusion that the defendant might have attempted to
murder Mr, Martin, it was only then that it occurred to some one,
well, Mr. Martin seems to have suffered from arsenical poisoning,
these symptoms, this vomiting, this diarrhoea, this pain in the
abdomen, the suddenness of the attack, the taking of the food just
before it with the defendant in whose house he had never taken
food before, unless he had some tea on that occasion when Mrs.
Armstrong was alive, all of this led some one or another to think,
what about Mrs. Armstrong, what did she die of? Dr. Hincks
gave a certificate pointing to natural death, but that certificate was
not false; the certificate did not say Mrs. Armstrong died of
arsenical poisoning; no, but it did not untruly say that she died
of anything. Arsenical poisoning is difficult to detect, and those
who considered the case of Mr. Martin, and came to the conclusion,
that Mr. Martin had had a dose of arsenic given to him, after
medical examination, analytical examination, had taken place,
those people then came to the conclusion that it would be just as
well to look a little further and see if by any chance Mrs. Arm-
strong died of the very thing which Mr. Martin was supposed to
be suffering from—arsenical poisoning. So an order was obtained
and the body was exhumed on the 2nd January, the defendant
* Of course it had.    See Introduction.—ed.
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